THE   MATERIALIST   CONCEPTION   OF  HISTORY

Earth, Masaryk and others; I believe their method
was not the right one. Still less effect had the words
of those who rejected the theory without further ado,
who declared it to be false, but took no pains to refute
it. Such a proceeding is unscientific and unprofitable.
Simply to reject a theory which has achieved such im-
portance and is accepted by so many millions, is clearly
of no avail. What is needed is a close examination of
the entire doctrine in order to find out how much truth
it contains, and how far it is untenable.

In the ensuing study I shall try to do this. I am
going to start from what is called the " classical formula-
tion " of the materialist conception of history, the pro-
positions put forward by Karl Marx in 1859. While
considering each of these propositions, we shall discuss
what other adherents of the theory have written on the
subject, and test their utterances in the light of history
itself. In this way we may hope to find out whether the
theory offers any real explanation of our history or not.

The tendency of this study is necessarily critical and
negative. Such a tendency is often required in the search
for truth; it is indispensable to clear away falsehood
before the truth can be discovered, and the more luxuriant
its growth has been, the deeper truth has become hidden
and buried beneath it, the greater the need to destroy it.

I shall, however, in order not to appear purely
negative, in a concluding chapter indicate, in large
outlines, the real inter-connections and causal links in
history.
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